GFP expression in gonad-ablated eff-1(hy21) animals, and the corresponding Nomarski image. All VPC descendants showed PUF-8::GFP expression with a strong increase in the descendants of P6.p. Note that despite the extra round of cell divisions in P5.p and P6.p descendants of gonad-ablated eff-1 mutants, no vulval differentiation was observed. (M-R) FBF-2::GFP expression, and the corresponding Nomarski images, from the early L3 until the L4 stage. In all panels, anterior is to the left and ventral is to the bottom. Scale bars: 10 m. Development 134, 4503-4505 (2007 Development 134, 4503-4505 ( ) doi:10.1242 
Correction to the text on p. 3464, paragraph 3, from line 10
In most gonad-ablated eff-1(hy21) animals, PUF-8::GFP expression was observed in the VPCs and their descendants (Fig. 2K ,L and see Fig. S1B in the supplementary material) . Moreover, in let-60 ras(gf) animals, in which the distal VPCs frequently adopt the 1° or 2° induced cell fates, PUF-8::GFP expression was often absent in the distal VPCs and their descendants (see Fig. S1C in the supplementary material) (Beitel et al., 1990; Greenwald et al., 1983) . We conclude that PUF-8::GFP is expressed in the descendants of VPCs that have adopted the uninduced 3° cell fate independently of their fusion with hyp7.
Correction to the text on p. 3466, paragraph 2, line 1 The expression of PUF-8::GFP in the distal 3° vulval cells raises the possibility that PUF-8 might regulate the competence of the distal vulval cells to respond to the inductive signal.
Correction to the text on p. 3469, paragraph 2, line 7 A PUF-8::GFP reporter transgene is expressed predominantly in the distal VPCs (P3.p, P4.p and P8.p) and their descendants that have adopted the 3° fate.
The authors apologise to readers for these mistakes and are grateful to Dave Hansen for discovering the error in the plasmid used to generate zhEx61.
Publisher's note: Although the mistake reported in this corrigendum has resulted in several corrections being made to Walser et al. (2006) and in an unusually lengthy corrigendum, we would like to reassure readers that expert opinion has confirmed that the minor changes in expression that are seen between the incorrect reporter zhEx61 and the correct reporter zhEx274.1 do not alter or affect the conclusions drawn by this paper.
